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The Watergate Gaper 8/l/72 Harold Weisberg 

Je, if the steel-trap mind and eagle eye (not a complete inventory of assets) has 
performed a worthwhile labor in a partial chronological statement of developments . It 
bears very much on a theory we have held that Mitchell’s resignation may not at all have 
been caused by Martha's well-publicized rebellion. Can one imagine her living with Mitchell 
and having inside knowledge of Mixon and the earlier campaigns and not having earlier 
cause to object to "all the dirty things that go oh"? Even restricting it to that part of 
Iris public life she said she loved, v e6ing Attorney General? 

A few suggestions to enlarge what this tabulation helps make clearer. The first 
may be irrelevant, but Martha's guard(s) were supposedly provided by McCord, so it is 
McCord who restrained or "restrained" her in California. 



Mitchell disavowed any connection with the 



caper. 



I don't know if 1 have the exact date middy was fired, but if it is for the reasons 
given it was very soon after the case broke and not unlikely prior to at least some of 



Mitchell ’ s content , 



<je’ 



cixron 



Middy's was not a hack position. was one of policy 



on relevant as 7/7. laddy was fired in June. 

it 



seems to have masterminded 



the Republican circumvention of the clear intent of the contributions-disclosure law. 

Eagle Eye (not to be confused with Pinkie) alone noted the inconspicuous seven— line 
NTTimes item of 7/ 1 9 announcing the resignation of the re-election committee's finance 
chairman, Hugh ¥ 0 Sloan 0 Liddy was in the fanance part. His part in the story broke a 
week later. Post 7/26 o I±? reports he was fxsd fired 6/28. It was a month-old secret 
sandwiched by Mijchell sanctimony. On 7/ 1 Mitchell then fired himself. 

And today's Post reports <£25,000 of campaign funds to Barker. 

It is hardly hot news to note that Mitchell is a liar on this record alone. 

But 1 think it is worth noting, in connection with the remarkable coincidence of the 
Remarkable Martha's Remarkable Revolt, that this is all remarkable timing and that 
for reasons not yet questioned by the press, he seems at best to have dissembled in a 
case that daily ties the Republican political hierarchy, which he then controlled, 
ever so much closer to this "dirty" business. 

It stretches a flexible willingness to believe to conceive that the minute the story 
broke, with the immediate Republican campaign connection reported, that Mitchell didn't 
shake the hell our of the entire structure, if he had no earlier independent knowledge, 
to learn what the hell had really happened, what could be pinned on him/them/Hixon," 
and what had to 'be done to minimize the damage, especially because it is an election year. 
If he is what his publxc record contradicts, without administrative or executive competence, 
and if by some incredible failure he didn't with the very first news, can it possibly be 
believed that he didn't before 6/2 15, when the Post learned of the Hunt name in those 
address books, with the White H 0 u^e connection? Can it really be believed that the FBI,- 
knwfoing tills from the first, didn t tell or ask about this? What I am really saying is 
that bei ore Mitchell made any public statement and before Ziegler made any public statement 
on this caper, both had to have known of at least White House involvement and with little 
doubt, high-level Republican involvement. 

In turn, this suggests that despite the possible magnitude of the unfoxlding story, 
its full potential is not yet out 0 1 don t know who is doing the leaking. The press is a 
bit less enterprising on tnis story than I'd have expected. Perhaps there is widespread 
leaking. At least some seems likely to oruginate in Republican circles. So, I suggest that, 
knowing what full disclosure can mean (again esp® in an election year) there is some 
i airly skillful Republican news management. To a large degree I think they control what is 
coming out and when. The effect is to dilute the story and reduce the ultimate impact of 
, however much more does come out. 
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72 - Five men arrested for breaking into headquarters of Democratic 
, National Committee , Washington. 

un - Mitchell returns to Washington from California "early this 
week." 'Mrs. Mitchell remains in California. 

■ SFEzaminer 23 Jun 72 

“ Washington Post reports hunt * s name found, in address books "of 
two of 'the five men arrested." 

. ei’ zr:.ai'~mer 20 cun ■ 2 filed I) ... -o bugging 

- i-'.rs. i-'iitchell calls Helen ’fnoTaas^ TIPI, from California. In 



nsvrer no question about her feelings about 



‘tne alleged 



brea-i in aim attempted bugging'' of Democratic offices, renlies 
that she has given kitche'i an ultimatum to get out of 
politics or she will leave him. Conversation ends abruotly 
at ciiis point when it appeared someone coon the phone from 
her hand." 

- In Washington [.same evening? - date not given] Mitchell says 
iu; and mis. wife have "a compact” to leave Washington "after 
November 7." 

SFChronicle 23 Jun 72 

- Mrs. tlitcnell returns from' California .and goes to Bye, f-i.T. 
Calls Helen Thomas to say she is leaving Mitchell "until he 
decides to leave” his job as Mixon campaign manager; says 
reason is tnat she can no longer stand "all those dirty tilings 
that go on." 

MYTines 26 Jun 72 

- Mitchell fixes to Rye, visits wife who is "in seclusion" at 
Westchester Country Club. 

- Mitchell returns to Washington [with wife - SFHx 1 Jul ; . 

- Mitchell resigns as campaign manager, giving as reason that 
"the moment has core when I must devote more time" to his wife 
and daughter, FiTim.es points out that he "had. already 
promised his wife that his full-time political involvement 

.would end with the November -election." 

IfYTimes 5 Jul 72 

- Mitchell, in answer to interviewer's question, "insists" that 
raid on Democratic headquarters "had nothing to do with his 
wife’s complaint that politics was a ’dirty’ 
own decision to leave it . " 



business or his 



Robert 3. Sec ole 



NYTimes 8 Jul 72 



7 Jul 



